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DETAILED ACTION 

This is in response to application 10/578766 filed on May 4 th 2007, in which 
claims 1-67 are presented for examination. 

Status of Claims 

Claims 1-67 are pending, of which claims 1, 11, 20, 29, 34, 42, 51, 58 and 61 are 
in independent form. 

Claims 1-67 are currently rejected. 

Claims 20-28 are currently rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 20-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claim 20 recites a computer system however 
the only elements claimed are software. Software per se is not patentable subject 
matter. The dependent claims 21-28 do not recite any hardware that would render the 
claims patentable. See MPEP 2106.01 . 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1 -4, 6-8, 11-14,16-17,1 9-25, 29, 34-36, 38-40, 42-44, 46, 48-49, 41 , 53- 
55, 57-58 and 61-67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Gross 
et al. US 5,761,430. 

Regarding claim 1 , Gross discloses "an operating system adapted to execute a 
plurality of applications" (Fig. 2b, Col. 5 In. 37-40), "an isochronous audio application" 
(col. 6, In. 25-28), "a network interface" (fig. 2b, col. 5 In. 40-45), send and receive 
"stream of packets includes data packets and isochronous audio packets" (col. 5 In. 46 - 
col. 6 In. 2, col. 6 In. 25-27), "an isochronous audio driver" (Fig. 2b, col. 5 In. 37-40), 
"decodes isochronous audio packets" and "pass the data packets without change to the 
other applications" (col. 6 In. 22-38). 

Regarding claim 2, Gross discloses in response to "only one interrupt" (Fig. 2b - 
Interrupt Handler) executing applications (col. 5 In. 45-65). 

Regarding claim 3, Gross discloses applications executed sequentially (col. 6 In. 
17-25) as initiating the necessary applications upon receipt of a packet. 
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Regarding claim 4, Gross discloses "synchronization packets" (Fig. 3, col. 3 In. 
59-61). 

Regarding claim 6, Gross discloses "remove a header" that includes information, 
source address, etc. as packets that contain addresses and other data (col. 5 In. 60 - 
col. 6 In. 7). 

Regarding claim 7, it corresponds to claim 4 and thus is rejected for similar 
reasons. 

Regarding claim 8, Gross discloses "Ethernet packets" (Fig. 2b, col. 2 In. 5-8). 

Claims 11-14,1 6-1 7 and 1 9 correspond to the dependent claims 1 -4 and 6-8, 
thus they are rejected for similar reasons. 

Regarding claim 20, some of the subject matter corresponds to claim 1 and is 
rejected for similar reasons. Gross also discloses transmitting packets and "generate 
an isochronous audio packet" (col. 3 In. 59— col. 4 In. 3). 

Regarding claim 21 , Gross discloses requesting audio data when the buffer is not 
full (col. 6 In. 8-55). 
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Regarding claim 22, it corresponds to claim 4 and thus is rejected for similar 
reasons. 

Regarding claim 23, Gross discloses "a compact disc" (col. 4 In. 48-55). 
Regarding claim 24, Gross discloses formatting packets (col. 6 In. 40-50). 
Regarding claim 25, Gross discloses storing and transmitting data (col. 6 In. 30- 

50). 

Claims 29 and 51 correspond to the system of claim 20 and thus are rejected for 
similar reasons. 

Claims 34-36 and 39-40 correspond to claims 1-3 and 7-8, thus they are rejected 
for similar reasons. 

Claim 38 corresponds to claim 23, thus is it rejected for similar reasons. 

Claims 42-44, 46 and 48-49 correspond to claims 1-4, 7-8 and 11-14, thus they 
are rejected for similar reasons. 
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Claims 53-55 and 57 corresponds to claims 2 and 6-8, thus they are rejected for 
similar reasons. 

Claims 58 and 61 correspond to claim 1, thus they are rejected for similar 
reasons. 

Claims 62-67 correspond to claims 2-4, 6-7 and 12, thus they are rejected for 
similar reasons. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 5, 9, 15, 18, 28, 30-33, 37, 45, 47, 50, 52, 56, 59 and 60 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gross. 

Regarding claim 5, Gross does not explicitly disclose the operating system is 
"Windows, Unix or Linux" however these are well known in the art and yield predictable 
results. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify Gross to use one of these operating systems. It is 
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merely the combination of a known element according to its established function in 
order to yield a predictable result. 

Regarding claim 9, Gross does not explicitly disclose "a CobraNet specification" 
however this is well known in the art and it yields predictable results. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Gross to comply with this specification for the purpose of sending audio streams. 
It is merely the combination of a known element according to its established function in 
order to yield a predictable result. 

Claims 15, 28 and 30 correspond to claim 5, thus they are rejected for similar 
reasons. 

Regarding claims 18, 45, 56 and 59, Gross does not explicitly disclose TCP/IP 
however this is well known in the art and it yields predictable results. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Gross to comply with this specification for the purpose of sending data. It is 
merely the combination of a known element according to its established function in 
order to yield a predictable result. 

Claims 31-33 all recite features of the operating systems claimed in claim 5, thus 
they are rejected for similar reasons. 
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Claims 37, 50, 52 and 60 correspond to claim 9, thus they are rejected for similar 
reasons. 

Regarding claim 47, Gross does not explicitly disclose "IEEE 802.3 standard" 
however this is well known in the art and it yields predictable results. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Gross to comply with this specification for the purpose of sending data. It is 
merely the combination of a known element according to its established function in 
order to yield a predictable result. 

6. Claims 10, 27 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gross in view of Smyers US 2001/0001564 A1 . 

Regarding claim 10, Gross does not explicitly disclose "only uncompressed audio 
data" however this is taught by Smyers as a method for separating audio data from a 
stream of data as in the present invention (paragraph 27). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Gross to include the uncompressed feature of Smyers for the 
purpose of passing audio data. Smyers suggests that certain components only 
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understand uncompressed data and thus it is necessary to only pass uncompressed 
data (paragraph 27). 

Claims 27, 41 corresponds to claim 10 and thus is rejected for similar reasons. 

7. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gross in 
view of Ruberg US 6,675,054 B1 . 

Regarding claim 26, Gross does not explicitly disclose "the resolution", 
"frequency" or "number of channels" however this is taught by Ruberg as a method of 
supporting audio by using the resolution, frequency and channels (abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Gross to include the teachings of Ruberg for the purpose of audio 
protocol identification. Ruberg teaches that when the audio format is known the proper 
processing can be applied (abstract). 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 



Shay et al. US 2007/0153774 A1 discloses using CobraNet specification. 
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Dinallo et al. US 5,487,167 discloses a system for multimedia data streaming 
including a multitasking operating system (abstract). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JASON RECEK whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1975. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri 9:00am-5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on (571) 272-3868. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Jason Recek/ /Andrew Caldwell/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2442 Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 

(571)270-1975 Unit 2442 
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